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— REMARKS— 

Claims 4, 1 1, and 16 have been amended without adding new matter in order 
to more precisely claim the subject matter, and not to avoid any reference. Support 
for amended claims 4, U, and 16 can be found, inter alia, on page 10 of the 
application. 

The 35 U.S.C §J03(a) rejections of claims J-2, 5-10, 12-14, and 17-20 as 
unpatentable over Lemelson in view of Myr is traversed. In order to maintain this 
rejection, the combination of references must be proper, and each and every element 
of the claims must be taught or suggested by the references, alone or in combination, 
in at least as great detail as claimed. 

Lemelson in view of Myr fails to teach or suggest, at least, parsing the signal 
at the call center node to determine an inquiry and accessing the information database 
based on the inquiry, as substantially claimed in claims 1, 9 and 13, The Examiner 
correctly notes that Lemelson fails to teach or suggest these claim elements (page 2 of 
die July 13, 2005 office action), and relies instead on Myr for the teaching, 
specifically TJ62. 

However, this reliance is misplaced. At most, Myr teaches: 

[9MZ] Oo focctviftg a (Kvig&iton qcciy (Unit 11} fcxn » 
GSM Ncfwuric drivc^xuWnbcr far i Jtxutea* rate K> * 
panico Ur dctfipatkm. the CTU ipptic* tfi ogiflriziuoo 
procedure far competing u optimal n>qi£ wbik making we 
of updated Urol lime* U* individual wctta* of raub. 
Thereafter, (be optimal rourc Js coauxranicand lo tte MOU 
(Una lt)vii to«jn«l/W^pjwx^(U^ 
la foe driver visually on die MGU* mraitor (Unit 9) odd* 
figwauoD in ctyiul m*p fcxm**, aDdfcc » *ud*> form 

thnmgjn a scqOcftC* cif voice iattnictioqs lo GSM mobile 
rtkott (Umi U) Qtkvw i* us; &i of Ac on** fiuKtioos 
pcffoo&cd by lb? gttfcboct *y*cm. 

Thus, Myr presumes (or at least already knows) that a signal is a navigation 
query, and thus, Myr does not teach the necessity to parse the signal at die c^ll center 
node to determine an inquiry. Additionally, Myr presumes (or at least already knows) 
to access an information database to determine that shortest route to a destination, and 
thus Myr does not teach the need to access an information database based on the 
determination of the inquiry. 
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Therefore, the §10300 rejection of claims 1, 9 and 13 foils, as well as the 
rejections to claims 2, 5-8. 10, 12, 14, and 17-20 depending directly or indirectly from 
one of claims 1 7 9, or 13- 

The rejection of claims 3 and 15 under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as unpatentable over 
Lemelson in view of Myr in fUnher view of Gladwin is traversed. Claim 3 depends 
from claim 1, and claim 15 depends from claim 13, and each of claim 3 and 15 is 
therefore patentable over the prior an for at least the same reasons as claims 1 and 1 3. 

The rejection of claims 4, 1 1, and 16 under 35 U,S,C §103(a) as unpatentable 
over Lemelson in view of Myr in flmher view of Chan is traversed. Claim 4 depends 
from claim I, claim 1 1 depends from claim 9, and claim 16 depends from claim 13, 
and each of claim 3 and 1 5 is therefore patentable over the prior an for at least the 
same reasons as claims I and 13. Each of claims 4, 1 1, and 16 has been amended to 
more specifically claim the invention, and not to avoid any reference. 

Withdrawal of the rejections to claims 1-20 is requested. 
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SUMMARY 

The Examiner's rejections of claims 1-20 have been obviated by remarks 
herein supporting an allowance of pending claims 1-20 over the art of record. The 
Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1-20 herein fully satisfy the requirements 
of 35 U.S.C. §§ 102, 103 and 1 12. In view of the foregoing, favorable consideration 
and passage to issue of the present application Is respectfully requested. If any points 
remain in issue that may best be resolved through a personal or telephonic Interview, 
the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number listed below. 



Dated: September 23, 200S 



Respectfully submitted, 
WILLIAM E. MAZZARA, JR. 



GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION 
General Motors Legal Staff 



Anthony Luke Simon 
Registration No. 34,434 
Attorney for Applicants 



Mail Code482-C23-B21 
300 Renaissance Center 
P.O. Box 300 



Detroit, Mi 58265-3000 
Phone: (3 13) 665-4714 




CARDINAL LAW GROUP 
Suite 2000 



Registration No. 33,983 
Attorney for Applicants 



1603 Orrington Avenue 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 
Phone: (847) 905-7111 
Fax: (847)905-7113 
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